USING INFORMATION FOR
COMMUNITY ACTION

National Neighborhood Indicators
Partnership

Kathy Pettit, The Urban Institute
Baltimore City Data Day July 23, 2010
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-
National Trends in Using Local Indicators

More neighborhood level data available than ever before
 Online systems like EveryBlock, Zillow
« New federal initiative promoting open data

Increased role for local administrative data

« American Community Survey tract data will be 5-year averages
(12/2010 release)

Advances in usability and functionality of technology

New focus in federal programs on place-based initiatives

» Promise Neighborhoods
 Choice Neighborhoods
« Sustainable Communities

-
IlI
: ]
The Urban Institute

e




National Trends in Using Local Indicators

 But, often difficult to find up-to-date data at
the desired geography for community action

- And more than data is needed
— Knowledge and respect of the community

— Committed institutions
— Strong partnerships among organizations
— Effective communication & advocacy
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National Neighborhood Indicators Partners

Atlanta
Baltimore
Boston
Camden
Chattanooga
Chicago
Cleveland
Columbus
Dallas
Denver

Des Moines
Detroit

Grand Rapids
Hartford
Indianapolis
Kansas City
Louisville
Los Angeles Oakland
Memphis Philadelphia
Miami Pittsburgh
Milwaukee Portland
Minneapolis-St. Paul Providence
Nashville Sacramento
New Haven Saint Louis
New Orleans Seattle

New York City Washington, DC




-
National Neighborhood
Indicators Partnership (NNIP)

 Collaborative effort since 1995
— Urban Institute and local partners in 34 U.S.
cities
 Success required three innovations

1. Data and technology
2. Institutions
3. Using information for change
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Data and Technology

Linking people information with place information
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-
New Types of Institutions

 All but one outside of government

— Stand-alone nonprofit, university centers, alliance

« All partner with resident groups, nonprofits,
government, and other stakeholders

 Long-term and multifaceted Interests

- Positioned to maintain trust of data providers
and users
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-
Shared Mission: Information for Change

» Democratizing Information
« Facilitate the direct use of data by stakeholders

« Work for many clients
 Helping Boys and Girls Club choose a new site
» Working in a cross-sector collaboration to reduce infant deaths

A central focus on strengthening, empowering low-income
neighborhoods

 Information as a bridge for collaboration among public
agencies, nonprofits, businesses
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-
Joint Work Program of the NNIP Partnership

- Advance the state of practice
1. Informing local policy initiatives (cross-site projects)
2. Developing tools and guides

« Build/strengthen local capacity

3. Developing capacity in new communities

4. Services to an expanding network

 Influence national context/partnering
5. Leadership in building the field
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NNIP Cross-Site:

Prisoner Reentry
(Providence)

Individuals convicted
of selling drugs In
Rhode Island were
permanently barred
from receiving food
stamps, making their
transition more
difficult and denying
help to their children

Number of Children of Sentenced Offenders ‘
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NNIP Cross-site: School Readiness (Denver)

Proximity to Guality Public Education - Free and Reduced Lunch Students, Grades 1 to 3 (2007)
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Concentrations of

NNIP Cross-site: nova0os
Impact of Foreclosures
on Children
(District of Columbia)

vy City, Arboretum,
Trinidad, Carver Langston

Forced mobility puts kids behinc
socially & academically

Foreclosure prevention
counselors should connect
families to student services
Schools need to understand the
patterns and trends of students
affected by foreclosure to design

Students Affected

+ Students whose families received faorecl asure notice

appropriate responses

Sources District of Columbia Public Schools, )

Public Charter School Board, [ Neighborhood Cluster
District of Columbia Recorder of Deeds, = vard

District of Columbia Office of Tax and Revenue.




NNIP Cross-site:
Impact of Foreclosures
on Children
(Baltimore/DC)

The share of students In
foreclosure households

that are renters Is rising
In Baltimore and DC

Share of all foreclosed students who rent
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For more information

NNIP Web site: www.urban.org/nnip

Emalil: Kathy Pettit, kpettit@urban.org
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http://www.urban.org/nnip

